ROBESPIERRE
II
Although the proposal to have the Convention
decree the King's execution without trial was intro-
duced by Saint-Just, there can be no doubt that it
originated with Robespierre, who in his own speech
on the subject presented what were at least serious argu-
ments to justify it. What could have induced Robes-
pierre—who at one time had eloquently defended the
abolition of capital punishment and trial by jury with
all possible safeguards for the accused—to reverse his
judgment so completely? Was he not beginning to
tread a new path, upon which he had taken the initial
steps when he gave his consent and encouragement to
the attack on the Tuileries?
That he was treading a new path is certain, as it is
likewise certain that in adventuring upon it he left
behind him some of his former ideals. He no longer
believed that the Revolution could be carried on along
strictly legal lines. He had been a political reformer, he
bad become a revolutionist. He had drawn nearer to Marat's
position, and on this occasion even went beyond Marat,
who favoured a trial. But it should be likewise kept in
mind—a fact which, strangely enough, is frequently
left out of the reckoning by his critics—that he was
now dealing with an entirely different set of circum-
stances. A public man may, in times of peace and com-
parative quiet, oppose capital punishment and favour
unrestricted democracy and liberty of the press, yet, in
time of war and violent revolution, may take the exact
opposite stand. The country was now at war. It had
overthrown the head of the government by violent
insurrection. It would soon be torn by rebellion. To
accuse him of abandoning his principles because he
advocated the use of measures which he had con-
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